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A‘gpargnﬂy Widens‘_

assure- reporters that its new clampdown on “na-
tional security” information was- not meant “to

stop the free flowcof information,” a new-directive

turned up at the-Agriculture-Department request--
ing all senior. officials there to clear all interviews
with “ma;or media thh the Whlte House in ad-;

vance. EvEy L R Eo v;?-asx-"
The dxrectxve was swned on Jan. -8 by John

Ochs, assistant to Aanculture Secretary John R.’
Block, and is addressed to undersecretaries, assist- -

-ant secretaries, top staff and adxmmstrators of the
department. -. o«

" “As we enter the new year, the dxrectwe says,
“it is important to the president that all of us help
him convey his message to the pubhc as effectxve-
ly as possible:”

" “Specifically,” the memo says, “it is requested

fthat whenever you or anyone under your jurisdic-

“tion receives an invitation for an interview on a
Sunday talk-show, morning network telnvxsnon,

%Nl,,htlme, McNell-Lehrer or..other. major press -
Zappearance (including print interviews) that. you::
Yconsult with me so that I may clear it with (he'

thte House-prior to:your acceptanee.”

;. At the-White. House earlier in the day spokes-_\

men. Larry Speakes and David Gergen said that

«Cabinet members had been told to clear their ap- .
Ipearances. on television interview programs, but;

“that this was not a new policy and that it was*

~com-dmat.mn procsss and not a clearance process v

The‘Agnculture directive; ‘however;: appears to-
"0 beyond- that, extending to offi cials well below;j
;Cablnet rank and including “print,” or newspaper, J

.v,gt( v,

mfemew&a&well as television appearances

THE WASHINGTON POST
14 January 1982

" The sudden interest in controls on media access
Zto goverament officials stems from the announce-
“ment Tuesday evening by the White House. of
~.tough new directives aimed at limiting reporters’
“access to officials who have “national securvty"
information and threatening such officials with
mvestlgatxon by “all legal metnods if mformamon
they have is leaked to the press.

* The Amcuxtuxe» Department has- httle to do
. with natlonal security, and does not mention it in
.its directive, which ‘could indicate that the White
5 House has sent word to some or all other-agencies.
,,,of government to restrict access to the media gen-
g,era.lly It was not possible to clarify this 3 /esterday

Block and Ochs were both out of the country,
and a spokesman in Agriculture said he:wasn’t
Zsure precisely how the directive was initiated but -
“that he thought it might have originated when the
‘top officials sensed the- presldents concern_over
leaks at a recent Cabinet meeting. .

Spokesmen from other deoartmenfs such as .|
“Labor and Treasury said that to the best of their
-knowledge their agencies had-not received any
% directives from the White House, though.Treasury
¢ 13 involved to a small extent in the national secu-
_rity measures that have been made public.”




